The recent paper by Fux et al. 1 concerns the evaluation of the non-additive kinetic potential (denoted with v T by the authors). Practical evaluation of v T is the key issue for computational methods based on two formal frameworks either the Cortona's formulation of density functional theory (DFT), 2 which targets the exact ground-state energy and density, or frozen-density embedding theory (FDET), [3][4][5][6] where the target is the optimal energy and density in presence of a priori given constraints. In practical simulations, the potential v T ( r) is not evaluated exactly but it is approximated by means of the functional derivative of some approximate expression for the bi-functional of non-additive kinetic energy T (20) and (21) 
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In discussions, however, several potentially misleading or even incorrect assertions are made. We believe that most of them originate from the fact that the authors do not make clear distinction between two qualitatively different quantities: the (20) and (21) The recent paper by Fux et al.
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